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Dear Congressman Barton: ~

Thank you ibr your August 1, 1994 letter on be~~
Mr. Tom Vandergriff, County Judge of Tarrant County.
Judge Vandergriff is writing on behalf of the entire Tarrant
County Commissioners Court regarding the Commission's Billed
Party Preference (BPP) proceeding. On May 19, 1994, the
Commission adopted a Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in
this proceeding. I have enclosed a copy of the Further Notice
and press release accompanying it for your information.

The Further Notice sets forth a detailed cost/benefit
analysis of BPP. This analysis indicates, based on the available
data,. that the benefits of BPP to consumers would exceed its
costs. The Further Notice seeks comment on this analysis and
asks interested parties to supplement the record concerning the
costs and benefits of BPP. The Further Notice also invites
parties to recommend alternatives to BPP that could produce many
of the same benefits at a lower cost.

The Further Notice also explicitly seeks comment on whether
correctional facility telephones should be exempt if BPP is
adopted. Specifically, the Further Notice seeks additional
information on the effectiveness and costs of controlling fraud
originating on inmate lines with or without BPP. The Further
Notice also seeks comment on a proposal to exempt prison
telephones from BPP if the operator service provider adheres to
rate ceilings for inmate calling services.

BPP would not preclude prison officials from blocking or
limiting inmate calls to specific telephone numbers in order to
prevent threatening and harassing calls. For example, BPP would
not affect the ability of prison officials to limit inmates to
collect calling or to program telephone equipment at the prison
site to block certain numbers.
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Honorable Joe Barton

Thank you for your interest in this proceeding. I can
assure you that the Commission will carefully examine all of the
comments submitted in response to the Further Notice, including
additional empirical data regarding the costs and benefits of
implementing BPP and the impact of BPP on telephone service from
correctional facilities. We are including copies of your letter
and enclosure in the file on this proceeding.

Sincerely,

~Ao~r'-

Robert W. Spangler
Deputy Chief (Policy)
Enforcement Division
Common Carrier Bureau

Enclosures
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August 1, 1994

Ms. Lauren J. Belvib
Acting Director
Office of Legislative Affairs
Federal Communication Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 808
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Ms. Belvin:

Enclosed is information from Tarrant County J~dge Tom Vandergriff
concerning the Commissioners Court of Tarrant County's opposition to
implementation of Bill Party Preference.

I would appreciate any assistance and/or information you could provide
in regard to this matter. Please direct correspondence to my Fort Worth
district office, 3509 Hulen, Suite 103, Fort Worth, Texas 76107. My Casework
Director, Christi Townsend, at 817-543-1000, will be happy to answer further
questions pertaining to this inquiry.

Thank you for your interest and consideration .

•

J e Barton
ember of Congress

JB:ct
enclosure

ARLINGTON OFFICE:

2019 EAST LAMAR BOULEVARD, SUITE 100
ARLINGTON, TX 76006

ENNIS OFFICE:

303 WEST KNOX, SUITE 101

• ENNIS, TX 75119-3942

817-543-1000 (main number for all offices)

FORT WORTH OFFICE:

3509 HULEN, SUIT!' 103
FORT WORTH, TX 76107-6811
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COUNTY JUDGE

of

TARRANT COUNTY

TOM VANDERGRIFF
County Judge

(81'7) 884-1441
FAX (81'7) 88U'1t8

July 26, 1994

County AclmiDilltration Building
100 East Weatherford Street

Fort Worth, Tezas 76196.0101

The Honorable Joe Barton
U.S. House of R.p.....ntatlves
3509 Hulen, #103
Fort Worth, TX 78107

Re: BONd Party Preference; CC Docket No. 92-n

Dear Representative Barton:

On behalf of the entire Tarrant County eomm"loners Court, I am writing to
express our unanimous opposition to the proposal to Implement Bill Party
Preference and to request that the Federal Communications Commission defeat the
measure.

The attached reeolullon cae.ty oullines the reaeons why Tarrant County
oppoMe thta propouI. MNlIng the telephone service need8 of Jalllnmet.. ls Yaatly
different from addreselng telephone HMce needs for the gen.ral public. As a
result, It Is Imperative that Inmate telephone service be exempt from BPP.

Sincerely,

~~Tom Vandergriff ;p
County Judge {/

Enclc.ure:
Resolution
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TARRANT COUNTY

RESOLUTION

REQUESTING THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION TO DEFEAT
THE PROPOSAL TO IMPLEMENT BILLED PARTY PREFERENCE (BPP)

-1ElEAS, Texa counttee..required by the Texas J.II .....Commlealon to provide InflNltes
ecc•• to "I cou.....1Mdlor family by phone, whether Iocel or long dIIItIInce; .nd

'WtEN£AS, the Conun"'loaera Court 18 responelble for complying with theM requirements; .nd

....., the bMIc ,••on for Billed Perly P.......ence (8Pp) Ie to lnaure ...... of public
~ open ecclll to their long dlltm1ce can1er of choice, and the by-pees reg....lons
In piece toay IIIrNdy .now for the public's open eccees to cerrler of choice; .nd

WtEREAS, by not "lowing pIIyphone owne... and locMIon clients the right to chooee the primary
long d....nce CltlTI. on ....r ...-Ipment, the owner and/or location client 10888 the abllhy to
negotiate fair commlsslone from their selected carrier; and

WtEREAS, the net r..un of this 8lluatlon Is that location owners and clients lose their rights to fair
commi_lons on revenue generated from their properties; and

'WtEN£AS, meeting the telephone service needs of jail inmates Is vatly different from general public
communication use... and, therefore, InfINIte telephone service should.be exempt from BPP; and

'WtEN£AS, correctional In8ttluIIona .re allowed to 1) cut orr .ny collect call to • location where third
.-rtY or ca,1I conferenclng I. detected .nd 2) determine whether or not the Institution will even .lIow
the InfINIte to make calls;

NOW, THEFEfORE, BE IT IESOLVED, that we, the Comm....one... Court of Tarr.nt County, do
hereby strongly oppoH the propoul to Implement Bill Party Pr.rence and request the Federal
Communlc8tlons Comml8alon to defeat the proposal.

IN WITNESS wtEREOF, we h.ve hereunto set our hands and ceused the great seal of Tarrant
County to be affixed this 26th d8y of JUly, A,D. 1994.

I . .

• .'"; !~/ k-.
!iit~~:--

Bob Hampton
Commls8loner, Precinct


